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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3, 5-10, 12-1 4, 16 and 17 are presented for examination. Claims 2, 4, 11, 15 
and 18-25 are cancelled. 



Response to Arguments 
2. Applicant's arguments filed 10/16/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Therefore, rejection of claims 1, 3, 5-10, 12-14, 16 and 17 is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (1) "Claims 1-25 are rejected as anticipated by ADAMS et al. 
6,457,030. This rejection is respectfully traversed. The claimed subject matter, i.e., the data 
conversion unit 1) determines whether conversion is supported by the terminal device, 2) deletes 
contents not supported by the terminal device, 3) converts contents supported by the terminal 
device, 4) determines whether the contents are image data, 5) determines whether the constraint 
information exists in a storage unit, 6) converts the contents when the constraint information 
exists, and 7) returns the contents to a protocol conversion device without information exists, is 
not disclosed. As the reference does not disclose that which is recited, the anticipation rejection 
is not viable. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection are respectfully requested". The 
examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's arguments. The limitations, "the data 
conversion unit 1) determines whether conversion is supported by the terminal device, 2) deletes 
contents not supported by the terminal device, 3) converts contents supported by the terminal 
device, 4) determines whether the contents are image data, 5) determines whether the constraint 
information exists in a storage unit, 6) converts the contents when the constraint information 
exists, and 7) returns the contents to a protocol conversion device without information exists", 
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has been newly added, which is addressed by the new ground(s) of rejection (please refer to the 
below rejections of this office action), necessitated by the applicant's amendment. Therefore, the 
rejection is maintained. 

Priority 

3. Applicant was requested (i.e., previous office action dated 6/28/2004) to submit the 
translated priority document in English for the Japan priority papers submitted on 2/6/2001 (i.e., 
Japan 1 1-279515, 02/09/2000 application) for verification in order to benefit the effective date as 
02/09/2000. However, the examiner for consideration has not received the translated priority 
document. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Amended claims 1, 7, 8, 10, 12, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Amended claims 1,10 and 14 recite the limitations, " said contents", "the contents", " said 
one of said contents", " said constraint information", " said converted contents". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Since, multiple contents, multiple 
constraint information, multiple converted contents and multiple protocols, exists in the claim, it 
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is not clear which contents, constraint information and converted contents is referred by theses 
limitations. 

Amended claims 7, 8, 12 and 16 recite the limitations, "said constraint information". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Since, multiple constraint 
information and multiple protocols, exists in the claim, it is not clear which constraint 
information is referred by theses limitations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. ^ The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 3, 5-10, 12-14, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Adams et al. 6,457,030, 'IBM (Hereinafter Adams-IBM) in view of Fletcher et 
al., IBM, 6,138,156 (Hereinafter Fletcher-IBM). 

7. As per claims 1, 10 and 14 Adams- IBM clearly teaches a data conversion system (e.g., 
figure 2) comprising: 

a terminal device belonging to a first communication network (e.g., hand held device 
display, col., 2, lines 13 - 47), 

a server device (e.g., web server, col, 2, lines 2 - 26) belonging to a second 
communication network having a protocol (e.g., http, col., 1, lines 1 1 - 30) different from that of 
said first communication network (e.g., WAP, col., 7, lines 55-57); 
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a protocol conversion device provided at a connection point (e.g., proxy server, col., 7, 
line 37 - col., 8, line 13) between said first communication network and said second 
communication network for conducting protocol conversion (e.g., data conversion from one 
protocol to another, col., 7, line 37 - col., 8, line 13), 

storage unit which stores (e.g., use of stored information by the transcoder/transformer 
logic for data conversion, col., 7, line 37 - col., 8, line 13) constraint information peculiar to said 
terminal device added to a request from said terminal device for obtaining contents from said 
server device (e.g., transmission of WAP requests with the addition of height, width, etc. by the 
hand held device, col., 8, lines 16 - 61), 

a data conversion unit which converts said contents obtained from said server device 
(e.g., use of transcoder/transformer logic for data conversion at a proxy server, col, 7, line 37 - 
col., 8, line 13) into data based on said constraint information stored in said storage unit (e.g., use 
of stored information by the transcoder/transformer logic for data conversion, col., 7, line 37 - 
col., 8, line 13), 

said data conversion unit (e.g., use of transcoder/transformer logic for data conversion at 
a proxy server, col., 7, line 37 - col., 8, line 13) determines whether conversion to contents 
supported by said terminal device (col., 2, lines 13 - 47) is necessary (e.g., information 
transcoded/transfored when necessary, col., 7, line 37 - col., 8, line 13). 

However, Adams-IBM does not specifically mention about verification steps for 
conversion. 

Fletcher-IBM teaches the well-known concept of determining whether conversion of 
contents is possible (e.g., use of transcoding algorithm, col., 7, lines 24 - 48, col., 10, lines 39 - 
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63 ), when conversion of the contents is necessary but conversion to the contents supported by the 
device is impossible (e.g., usage of rule definition tool for content modification rules, usage of 
transform definition tool for content transforms, and usage of content filters and transcoding 
algorithm, col., 9, line 52 - col., 10, line 13), deleting the contents (e.g., col., 8, lines 2 - 55), 
when conversion of the contents is necessary and conversion to the contents supported by the 
device is possible (e.g., usage of rule definition tool for content modification rules, usage of 
transform definition tool for content transforms, and usage of content filters and transcoding 
algorithm, col., 13, lines 9 -58), converting the contents to converted contents supported by the 
device (e.g., col., 13, lines 30 - 45), determining whether one of the converted contents and the 
contents are image data (e.g., col., 13, lines 34 - 50), when the one of the contents and the 
converted contents are not image data (e.g., usage of rule definition tool for content modification 
rules, usage of transform definition tool for content transforms, and usage of content filters and 
transcoding algorithm, col., 9, lines 15 - 60), said data conversion unit returns the one of the 
contents and the converted contents to the device without further conversion (e.g., col. 12, lines 
38 - 64), when the one of the contents and the converted contents are image data (e.g., col., 13, 
lines 34 - 50), said data conversion unit determines whether the constraint information exists in 
the storage (e.g., usage of rule definition tool for content modification rules, usage of transform 
definition tool for content transforms, and usage of content filters and transcoding algorithm, 
col., 10, lines 1-15, col., 13, lines 9 - 48), when the constraint information exists converting the 
one of the contents and the converted contents to converted image contents based on the 
constraint information (e.g., col., 8, lines 21 - 63) and returns said converted image contents to 
the device (e.g., usage of rule definition tool for content modification rules, usage of transform 
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definition tool for content transforms, and usage of content filters and transcoding algorithm, 
col., 12, lines 6 - 34), when no constraint information exists the device returns the one of the 
contents and the converted contents to the device without conversion based on the constraint 
information (e.g., col., 12, lines 34 - 67, use of rule definition tool for content modification rules, 
use of transform definition tool for content transforms, usage of content filters and transcoding 
algorithm, figure 4, col., 7, line 24 - col., 8, line 36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Adams-IBM with the teachings of Fletcher-IBM in order 
to facilitate determining whether conversion of contents is possible along with other verification 
steps for conversion because the determination of conversion would help the software know to 
perform conversion of the contents. Upon determination that the conversion is necessary the 
software would help convert the contents. Upon determination that the conversion is not 
possible, the software would help not convert the contents and handle the contents as needed, 
using the storage of the device. The software would help conversion of the image data depending 
upon the necessity of the conversion and to support the converted image contents for the device. 

8. As per claim 3, Adams also teaches the following: 

data conversion means is provided at said protocol conversion device (e.g., use of 
transcoder/transformer logic for data conversion at a proxy server, col., 7, line 37 - col., 8, line 
13). 



9. 



As per claim 5, Adams also teaches the following: 
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said protocol conversion device includes said data conversion unit and storage unit (e.g., 
accessing the stored information from storage by the transcoder/transformer logic for data 
conversion, col., 7, line 37 - col., 8, line 13). 

10. As per claim 6, Adams also teaches the following: 

data conversion means is provided at said server device (e.g., use of 
transcoder/transformer logic for data conversion at a web server, col, 7, line 37 - col., 8, line 
13). 

11. As per claim 7, Adams also teaches the following: 

said protocol conversion device transmits said request received from said terminal device 
and said constraint information added to said request to said server device (e.g., transmission of 
WAP requests with the addition of height, width, etc. by the hand held device, col., 8, lines 16 - 
61), and said server device includes said storage unit and said data conversion unit (e.g., 
accessing the stored information from storage by the transcoder/transformer logic for data 
conversion, col., 7, line 37 - col., 8, line 13). 

12. As per claims 8, 12, 16, Adams also teaches the following: 

said constraint information includes at least one of size information of images (e.g., 
height, width, col., 8, lines 45 - 61) and gradation information of images (e.g., fidelity, col., 8, 
lines 45-61). 
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13. As per claims 9, 13, 17, Adams also teaches the following: 

first communication network is a communication network for portable information 
terminals (e.g., use of WAP, col., 7, lines 55-57) and said second communication network is the 
Internet (e.g., use of HTTP and internet, col, 1, lines 11 - 30). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record (forms PTO-892 and applicant provided IDS cited arts) and 
not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Haresh Patel 
March 27, 2005 
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